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The mere form in which a statement is made is not necessarily determinative as to whether it is a statement of fact or an 
expression of opinion. Thus, the mere fact that a statement takes the form of an expression of opinion is not always 
conclusive! but may be a relevant factor, among others, to consider.” A statement may be so expressed as to bind the person 
making it to its truth though it may be stated in the form of an opinion.’ A statement that is in form a mere opinion, or the 
conclusion of the speaker, may import that the speaker knows that facts exist that support the speaker’s conclusion and that 
the speaker does not know of the existence of facts which, if known, would cast doubt upon it.‘ Conversely, that a matter 
which necessarily rests in opinion is stated positively does not make it a statement of fact.° 
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